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DETAILED ACTION 

This application has been reviewed. The original claims 1-20 are pending. 
Rejections are as stated below. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-4, 7-11, 14-18, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Gutterman et al (US 5,297,031). 

Claims 1, 8, and 15 discuss an apparatus and method for: a plurality of loosely 
coupled computers; generating and transmitting a request package; request package 
has asking price and constraints and enable open market trading among users of the 
computers; receiving computer generates rules according to the constraints given; each 
user having at least one other user as a prior established business contact. Gutterman 
discloses in claim 1 : A broker workstation for managing buy and sell orders submitted to 
a broker from a plurality of customers; a first means for displaying information 
concerning a plurality of unexecuted orders; each of said unexecuted orders comprising 
a quantity of a particular commodity, security, option or contract to be bought or sold; a 
computer for receiving order information, for controlling said first displaying means and 
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for calculating a total of said unexecuted orders for a particular commodity, security, 
option, or contract at the market price." 

Claims 2, 9, and 16 discuss a computer receiving a request package has an 
inventory of the local goods available for selling and a means for modifying the rules 
dependent on the inventory to reflect seller preferences in product availability. 
Gutterman discloses in claim 6, "The workstation of the claim 1, wherein said first 
displaying means further comprises means for selectively displaying order fill 
information and said data entering means comprises means for entering order fill 
information." 

Claims 3, 10, and 17 discuss a means for receiving the request package that 
compares the bid to the inventory and attempts to match supply and demand when 
permitted by the rules. Gutterman discloses in claim 4, "The workstation of claim 3, 
wherein the accepted order displaying menas comprises a selected plurality of price tick 
columns and market price bars for indicating market prices in a plurality of markets." 

Claims 4, 1 1 , and 18 discuss method comprising an interface in a computer 
sending the request package which allows specification of demand parameters for the 
desired good and reports back results from a request package. Gutterman discloses in 
claim 8: In a workstation having a computer, means for entering data into the computer, 
and means for displaying the data entered, a method for managing buy and sell orders 
submitted to a broker from a plurality of customers." 

Claims 7, 14, and 20 discuss an apparatus and method wherein the constraints 
are configured independently via an interface on each computer of the plurality. 
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Gutterman discloses in claim 1 , "means for entering data into the computer, said data 
comprising information concerning incoming orders submitted to a broker from a 
plurality of customers for execution." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 5, 6, 12, 13, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gutterman in view of Wiseman (US 5168446). 

Claims 5, 6, 12, 13 and 19 discuss a method of transmitting a confirmation 
package for billing purposes that uses the exact node path of an originally confirmed 
request package. Claims 5, 6, 12, 13, and 19 are all dependent claims: claims 5 and 6 
are dependent on ciaim 1 which was rejected based on the discussion(s) above; claims 
12 and 13 are dependent on claim 8 which was rejected based on the discussion(s) 
above; claim 19 is dependent on claim 15 which was rejected based on the 
discussion(s) above. Gutterman discloses the information in claims 1, 8 and 15. 
Gutterman does not disclose a method of transmitting a confirmation package for billing 
purposes that uses the exact node path of the originally confirmed request package. 
Wiseman teaches on page 16 line 55 through page 17 line 12, "Referring back to the 
transmission of the quote request... The initial transmission sets up a virtual circuit 
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within the packet switching network over which all further communications between the 
two parties will pass if the quote request is answered by the counterparty." 
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